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reference to the governments of Transjordan and Syria from
whose territories an Important part of this water is derived.1
Finally Art 10 recommended that it should be made clear to both
sides that any attempts at violence would be resolutely suppressed:
'furthermore, we express the view that the Jewish Agency should
at once resume active co-operation with the Mandatory in the
suppression of terrorism and illegal Immigration, and in the
maintenance of law and order'.
The Arab reaction to the Report was a protest against the
modification in favour of the Zionists of the 1939 White Paper
which, though they had received it with coldness at the time, they
had now come to regard as the palladium of their national aspira-
tions. They demanded the abrogation of the Mandate, the with-
drawal of British troops, and the establishment of an Arab demo-
cratic state, and threatened to appeal to Russia for support.  Tlie^
Zionists characteristically selected from the Report and publicized,
as being the whole Report, those Recommendations which suited
them, and were completely silent about those that they found in-
j convenient. They were in fact prepared to accept the Report as a
,' first Instalment, but no more, of progress towards their Jewish
{ State.
The British Prime Minister told the House of Commons that the
Report would be considered as a whole in all its implications. It
was clear from the facts presented regarding the illegal armies
maintained in Palestine that It would not be possible to admit
100,000 immigrants unless and until these formations had been dis-
armed and their arms surrendered. It was essential that the Agency
should take an active part in the suppression of terrorism. The
Government wished to ascertain to what extent the Government of
the U.S.A. would be prepared to share the additional military and
financial responsibilities.
The Zionist leaders were furious at the suggestion that they
should agree to the "liquidation of the Community's defences',
and in spite of their recent collusion with the terrorists reverted to
their constant pretension that terrorism was but cthe acts of an
irresponsible few'.2 The American President and people, who
had clearly imagined that their responsibility for Palestine was
1 cf. M. G. lonides, 'Irrigation in Palestine*, The World To-day, III (1947),
188ff.
2 Palestine Post leading article, 2 May 1946.